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>d in a minor clerical manner. 



The Examiner rejects claims 1-2, 13-14, 20-21 and 23-26 under 35 USC 102(a) as being 
anticipated by European Patent No. 1 330 138 ("^alentine"). In response, Applicant respectfully 
traverses the Examiner's rejection for reasons detailed below. 



Claim 1 



On page 2 of the Detailed Action, the Exalrmoer stales that "One subset of poinMo 



multipoint communications in trunked PMR com 
specific groups of users (read on user device spec 
allocated a talk-group identification (TGID) code 



jmmication systems is group calls, whereby 
fie set) (col. 2 lines 5-1 3) within the system are 
Therefore, the teaching of the prior art 



references still read on. ?> Therefore, the Examine ; appears to be of the view that specific groups 
of users within the system being allocated a talk-j[roup identification code reads on a user device 
adapted to "obtain from the dispatch network a user-device specific set of at least one 



provisioned talk-group identifier having a respective provisioned talk-group identifier for each 
talk-group provisioned for the user device" (empllasis added) as recited in claim 1 . Applicant 
respectfully disagrees with the Examiner for reasdlnss details below. 



Applicant appreciates that Valentine teaches in column 2, lines 5-13 that "One subset of 
point- to-multipoint communications in trunked PMR communication systems is group calls, 
whereby specific groups of users wi thin the system are allocated a talk-group identification 
(TGTD) code/* (Emphasis added) However, this portion is vague at best as to how a "specific" 
group of users is allocated a talk-group identification code. Applicant submits chat inferring this 
to mean that the talk-group identification code is nser-device specific is improper. Valentine 
later teaches that a "specific" group of users correspond to those users of a given geographical 
location. Tn this manner, the talk groups and associated talk group identifier codes arc location- 
specific , and not user-device specific . Further explanation is provided below. 
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Valentine teaches in paragraph 0052 that if the registration is successful, then "the serving 
BTS assigns and/or transmits one or more TGID Aodes to the MS, related to location specific 
group calls in its coverage area" (emphasis added j. The MS receives the new TGID code(s) and 
updates its scan list. Paragraph 0052 explicitly teaches that the TGTD codes correspond to 



"location specific" group calls, which implies tha 
Other portions of Valentine make it clear that the 



the TGID codes are also location specific. 
TGID codes arc location specific. For example, 



the first step of claim 1 of Valentine recites "assigning (308) dynamically a location specific group 
identification code to a group of communi cation Units based upon said communication units- 
location or cell within the radio comniunication sifstem (1 00)" (emphasis added) . Therefore, 
Applicant submits that Valentine teaches that the TGID codes are location speci fic and relate to 
location specific group calls. 

The present application is concerned with 
that are provisioned, typically at the time of service activation, but that the user is unaware of or 
may have forgotten. Applicant notes that .there nuy be a plurality of talk groups provisioned for 



the problem of informing users of talk groups 



Jognized is that the user may forget which 
scordingly, the user device is operable to Cv make 
Ip identifiers available to a user of the user 
p to become aware or be reminded of each talk 



the user device. A problem that Applicant has re< 
talkgroups are provisioned for the user device. A 
information pertaining to the provisioned talkgroi 
device" as recited in claim I . This allows the use 
group that has been provisioned for the user devicte. The Examiner contends that Valentine 
teaches this subject matter in Figure 3 and column 8, lines 24-3 1 (i.e. paragraph 0052) 
Applicant respectfully disagrees. Paragraph 0052 
receives the new TGID code(s) in step 310, and u 
However, note that Valentine does not teach that 



of Valentine teaches that "The MS 1 12 
pdates its scan list, as shown in step 3 12/ 
fre MS is operable to "make information 



pertaining to the provisioned talkgroup identifiers! available to a user of the user device" as 



recited in claim 1, Rather, Valentine teaches that 
group call, the MS then uses the newly assigned 
Valentine for the user of the MS to be provided vvjith information pertaining to the new TGID 
code. Radier, the MS simply uses the new TGID fcode for initiating a location-speci fic group 
call. 
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\ that Valentine does teach or suggest a user 
netwprk a user-device specific set of at least one 
identifier" (emphasis added), nor a user device 

piovisioned talkgroup identifiers available to a 
Therefore, Applicant submits tliat claim 1 is 



In view of the forgoing, Applicant submit 
device "adapted to obtain from the dispatch 
provisioned talk group identifier talk-group idc; 
adapted to "make information pertaining to the 
user of the user device " (emphasis added), 
patentable over Valentine. 

Claims 13.20 and 25 

Applicant submits that claims 13, 20 and 25 are patentable over Valentine for similar 
reasons provided above in respect of claim 1 . 



Claims 2. 14.21.23.24. 26 



Applicant submits that dependent claims 



Valentine for at least their dependence upon the independent claims. Furthermore, Applicant 
submits that these claims recite additional features not found in the disclosure of Valentine. 
Examples are provided below, 

Claim 23 recites that 'the request and response are sent using layer 3 messages". The 



t, 14, 21, 23, 24 ? 26 are patentable over 



Examiner contends that Valentine teaches this su 
this portion of Valentine teaches that the MS inte: 
the updated scan list, awaiting notification of a particular group call. This portion of Valentine 
goes on to teach other things, but is silent to teaclling a request and response being sent using 
layer 3 messages . 



Claim 26 recites that "the data structure is 
Examiner contends that Valentine teaches this su 
column 5, line 16. Applicant appreciates that thif 
on receiving an attachment request from a MS 1 1 
request". However, this does not teach or sugges' 
accept message. 



jject matter in column 8, lines 32-45* However, 
mittently scans the frequencies identified on 



an enhanced registration accept message". The 
>ject matter in column 4, line 53 through 
[portion of Valentine teaches that "the system, 
2-1 1 6, will then either accept or reject the 
a data structure being an enhanced registration 
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The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejection of 
claims 1-2, 13-14, 20-21 and 23-26 under 35 US(Ji 102(a). 

Tn view of the foregoing, early favorable consideration of this application is earnestly 
solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



PADIAKANDLA KRISHNA RAO 




Alton Brett 
Reg. No. 40.476 
Tel,: (613)232-2486 



Date: April 16, 2007 
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